The Rockefeller 
Dictatorship 


Selected Excerpts* 


New Secret World-Government Set to Take Over the 
U.S. Will End American National Sovereignty 


BY C.B. BAKER 


HE CONFIRMATION of Nelson 

Rockefeller as unelected Vice 

President marks the beginning of 
an absolute totalitarian dictatorship in the 
United States. The U.S. Congress ignored 
the overwhelming evidence against 
Rockefeller (bribery, mass conflict of 
interest, treason, corruption, and numerous 
other crimes) and, in effect, passed an 
“enabling act” to set up the Rockefeller 
dictatorship. 

To fully understand the dictatorial 
scheme, one must realize that the 
Rockefellers are using economic disaster as 
their chief tool to produce and justify 
dictatorial measures. Terrible repressive 
austerity actions are now being prepared to 
supposedly “combat” the very economic 
conditions that were themselves created by 
the Rockefeller—Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions gang in the first place. 

Rockefeller international trading poli- 
cies have allowed the CFR-multi-national 
corporations to strip America’s wealth and 
ship it to our worst enemies in the Soviet 
Union and in Red China. America’s tax- 
payers have been forced to financially 
underwrite these foreign deals which have 
resulted in huge domestic shortages and 
skyrocketing prices. 

Between the beginning of September, 
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1974 and the end of November, 1974, the 
U.S. standard of living (in terms of real 
costs and wages) was reduced by 8 percent. 
The lower the U.S. living standard, the 
more the CFR gang can deprive and loot 
from America to sell to Rockefeller’s allies 
in Red China and the Soviet Union. 

Dr. Arthur Burns, Chairman of the 
Federal Reserve, is also busy at work 
producing other methods to bring about 
economic collapse. Burns demanded that 
the U.S. cut energy consumption by 15 to 
20 percent at least. He stated that the 
American public should be willing to make 
even greater energy cuts above the 20 
percent level “if necessary to share our 
own oil supplies with friendly nations who 
are in worse shape.” 

Dr. Burns’ demand for U.S. energy 
reduction by 20 percent or more is also 
part of the overall Rockefeller scheme to 
create a new depression, far worse than the 
one America experienced in the 1930’s. 
There is simply no way for the U.S. to cut 
its energy use by 20 percent without 
totally ruining the American economy, 
which of course is the CFR’s chief goal. 
Burns demands super-high gasoline taxes 
which will sharply reduce individual free- 
dom to travel and thus, build another step 
in the Rockefeller dictatorial tyranny. 


Increasing Supply of Money 


Most economists feel that a “normal” 
healthy currency expansion is about 2 
percent a year. Many false stories have 
been printed about the so-called “tight 
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money policy” of the Federal Reserve 
Board. The fact is that Dr. Burns and his 
fellow gangsters at the Federal Reserve 
spent the first six months of 1974 vastly 
diluting U.S. currency at an incredible rate 
that fluctuated between 5.5 percent and 7 
percent. This enormous dilution of the 
currency is the number one cause of the 
American economic inflation. 

In 1972, David Rockefeller established a 
new organization, The Trilateral Commis- 
sion, which is designed to become a one- 
world shadow government, far more effi- 
cient and deadlier than the United Nations. 
The Trilateral Commission consists of 200 
bankers, businessmen, academicians, writ- 
ers, parliamentarians, state governors, and 
key labor leaders from Europe, North 
America, and Japan. It is most significant 
that Rockefeller has chosen to include 
important labor leaders to thus neutralize 
and control his own opposition within the 
socialist parties and labor movements of 
the Trilateral countries. 

Of the 200 Trilateral Commission 
members, there are approximately 60 
commissioners (kommissars) from the U.S. 
and an equal number from Japan and 
Europe. The Trilateral Commission has an 
Executive Committee of 34 members, 
consisting of nine representatives from 
Japan, nine from the U.S., two from 
Canada, and 14 representatives from the 
European Common Market countries. The 
Trilateral Commission is financed primarily 
by grants from the following tax-exempt 
foundations: the Ford Foundation, Lilly 
Endowment, the Rockefeller Brothers 
Fund and the Kettering Foundation (which 
also finances the U.S.-Soviet Dartmouth 
Convergence Conferences.) 

The March 2, 1973 New York Times 
carried North American Trilateral Director 
Gerald C. Smith’s description of the pur- 
pose of the Trilateral Commission. Smith 
stated, “The United States, Western 
Europe and Japan face a common condi- 
tion. They are the major industrial areas of 
the world, and they share common con- 
cerns about the problems of environment 
and modern industrial society as well as 
common security concerns. 
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Trilateral Commission Members 


(A Partial List) 


DAVID ROCKEFELLER —Organizer 
and Commander-in-Chief of the Tri- 
lateral Commission, Chairman of 
the Chase Manhattan Bank, leader 
of the CFR. 

ZBIGNIEW BRZEZINSKI-—Chairman 

of the Trilateral Commission, head 

of the Columbia University Insti- 
tute of Communist Affairs. 


North American Commissioners 


WILLIAM SCRANTON-—former Gov- 
ernor of Pennsylvania, participant 
in the SALT disarmament talks. 

GEORGE W. BALL-former U.S. 

Under Secretary of State, CFR 


member and senior partner at 
Lehman Brothers International 
Bankers. 


HEDLEY DONOVAN -—Editor-in-Chief 
of Time Magazine, also a member 
of the CFR, and participant in the 
super-secret Bilderberger meetings 
and Dartmouth conferences. 

EDWIN REISCHAUER-—former Am- 
bassador to Japan, professor at Har- 
vard University. 

LEONARD WOODCOCK-—President 
of the United Auto Workers. 

WALTER MONDALE-—U:S. Senator 
(D-Minn.). 

I.W. ABEL—President of Steelworkers 
Union. 

JOHN CULVER-U.S. Congressman 
(D-Iowa), head of the ultra-leftist 
Democratic Study Group. 

A.W. CLAUSEN—Chief Executive, 
Bank of America. 

ROBERT V. ROOSA-—former Under 
Secretary of the Treasury, partner 
in the investment house of Brown 
Brothers Harriman. 

ELLIOT L. RICHARDSON—former 
Attorney General of the U.S., 
ultra-liberal Republican, now U.S. 
Ambassador to Great Britain. 

JOHN ANDERSON-U.S. Congress- 

man (R-Ill.), liberal Republican and 

strong advocate of forced busing. 
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“They are the only regions with the 
economic and technical resources to re- 
spond to the larger problems that face us. 
They jointly share a global responsibility 
and we think their relations are threatened 
by domestic concerns which tend to drive 
the regions apart...” 

In other words, American national sov- 
ereignty and the U.S. Constitution must be 
totally destroyed because they are “do- 
mestic concerns” that interfere with the 
Rockefeller-CFR plan for a one-world 
dictatorship. 

Smith told the New York Times that 
the Trilateral Commission “is definitely 
not a lobbying organization, though it will 
probably invite some members of Congress 
and other parliaments to join the Commis- 


sicn.” The Trilateral Commission will- 


exercise a real backdoor control on Capitol 
Hill through key Trilateral members in 
Congress who take orders from Rocke- 
feller. 

The October 24, 1973 New York Times 
reported that the Trilateral Commission is 
“an active group making policy recom- 
mendations to governments. . .” The Times 
report is another indication that the Tri- 
lateral gang is going to be issuing orders to 
the U.S. Government. 


Inviting the Soviets 

The June 18, 1974 New York Times 
reported “the lives and fortunes of large 
numbers of human beings hang upon the 
outcome of decisions taken ,by a small 
handful of national leaders” in the Tri- 
lateral Commission. The New York Times 
continued, “the Trilateral Commission task 
force suggests that the Soviet Union be 
encouraged to participate. . . International 
financial planners have grown accustomed 
to leaving the Soviet Union out of their 
calculations and programs on the basis of 
clear historical and ideological experience. 
But the Russians have become increasingly 
integrated in fact, if not institutionally, in 
the world trading economy, and have 
actually received considerable financial 
benefit from the increase in raw material 
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prices. 
The July, 1973 issue of Foreign Affairs 
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(the official publication of the Council on 
Foreign Relations) contained a lengthy 
article, “U.S. Foreign Policy: The Search 
for Focus,” by Trilateral Chairman 
Zbigniew Brzezinski. In that article, 
Brzezinski detailed his strong support for 
internationalism and the sell-out-America 
policies of the CFR multi-national cor- 
porations. The Trilateral Chairman went to 
great length in the article to criticize “the 
Kissinger approach to foreign policy.” 
Brzezinski advocated the abandonment of 
what he called Kissinger’s “unilateral” U.S. 
approach, which would be replaced by a 
new “trilateral” approach, involving blocks 
of Europe, North America, and Japan 
(hence the name—The Trilateral Commis- 
sion). 


End of National Sovereignty 


In his Foreign Affairs article, Brzezinski 
wrote that the United States, Western 
Europe and Japan have “a special obliga- 
tion ...to shape their policies with broader 
concerns in mind than the dictates of 
national interest alone.” He further wrote, 
“Today the Atlantic (Union) framework is 
too narrow to encompass the multitude of 
challenges—and opportunities—that con- 
front the international community. . . .The 
active promotion of such trilateral coop- 
eration must now become the central 
priority of U.S. policy.” 

Brzezinski demanded “nothing less than 
deliberate, closer, and more institutional- 
ized political consultation” (note: “con- 
sultation” is Brzezinski’s code word for 
political union with foreign powers and the 
total abandonment of U.S. national sover- 
eignty). Brzezinski continued, “These 
consultations. .. must be ab initio on the 
basis of trilateral parity.” 

The Foreign Affairs article detailed the 
aims of the Trilateral Commission: “To 
develop common political planning” 
(without regard for the U.S. Constitution 
or the will of the American people) “it 
would be desirable (1) to adopt as a matter 
of regular practice the holding of annual 
Trilateral Cabinet meetings . . . perhaps 
regular meetings of the respective heads of 
government might be scheduled on a less 
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frequent basis.” (No need to bother with 
holding meetings of elected officials when 
the Trilateral secret world government will 
be really running things.) Brzezinski con- 
tinued, “(2) to reinforce the above with a 
standing secretariat, particularly with a 
common policy planning and review staff, 
in part as back-up for the above and in part 
as a stimulant to the emergence and crys- 
tallization of common perspectives and 
policies; (3) to promote consultations in a 
larger framework, involving states outside 
the formal confines of the ‘cooperative 
triangle’; (4) to hold three-way meetings of 
the respective parliamentarians, on as wide 
a party basis as possible.” 

Step number four, above, indicates the 
CFR attempt to infiltrate and take control 
of all political parties all over the world. 
Step number four is also a specific refer- 
ence to the Rockefeller flunkeys in the 
U.S. Congress who will be ordered to draw 
up legislation to “legalize” all of the secret 
decisions of the Trilateral super world 
government. 


Decline of American Power 


Brzezinski predicted the fall of Ameri- 
can power even in the Western Hemisphere 
(and the give-away of the Panama Canal) 
when he stated, “. . . American hegemony 
in Latin America must decline—and the 
United States is beginning to accept that 
reality.” 

Brzezinski concluded his article by 
forecasting the final destruction of Amert- 
can power and “a gradually emerging 
community of the developed nations will 
be in a better position to pursue true 
detente, the aim of which is not an 
artificially compartmentalized globe, 
fundamentally in conflict with basic global 
dynamics, but a world in which the spheres 
of exclusive (national) predominance 
fade,” 

Without the consent of the U.S. Con- 
gress, Henry Kissinger has handed over 
control of American energy resources to a 
new international body—the International 
Energy Agency (IEA). The Federal Energy 
Administration admits that in the event of 
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another oil embargo (caused by a new 
Rockefeller-manipulated Mid-East war), 
every decision about U.S. energy alloca- 
tion, stockpiling, and distribution will be 
made by the International Energy Agency. 

The IEA was established on November 
18, 1974, as an internationalist organiza- 
tion that will have the power to make 
binding energy decisions on all sixteen 
member nations, including the U.S.A. 
Congress never okayed this treasonous 
abandonment of American national power 
and sovereignty. The totalitarian IEA can 
order the United States to adopt forced 
rationing “austerity,” and mandatory con- 
sumption drops. 

State Department spokesmen for 
Kissinger admit that the U.S. submission of 
its energy resources to the IEA could be 
implemented by the back door, even 
without Congressional approval, by invok- 
ing the Defense Production Act. However, 
Kissinger has favored the passage of some 
kind of legislation to prevent a violent 
public reaction to his criminal rip-off of 
American energy resources. 

The IEA preliminary target is a forced 
30 percent cut in energy usage (which in 
turn will bring a mammoth economic 
collapse). 


Guaranteed Profits 


The December 3, 1974 Washington Post 
reported that the IEA will order all 16 
member countries to “set a minimum price 
for oil during the next ten years . . . to 
guarantee the (Rockefeller allied) oil com- 
panies minimum annual earnings on their 
sales even if oil prices were to plummet on 
the world market.” 

The American people will be forced to 
pay the higher oil and gasoline prices even 
if the oil producing nations drastically cut 
their prices. 

The IEA policy is an open violation of 
the Federal anti-trust laws against price 
fixing. Of course, U.S. laws don’t affect the 
IEA because it is an “international” 
agency, like a fugitive, safely harbored 
from American laws and the U.S. Consti- 
tution. 
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